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ends other than material welfare. No less an econo-
mist than Professor Carman has urged that the
political economy of war is "a contradiction in
terms",1 apparently on the ground that, since Econo-
mics is concerned with the causes of material welfare,
and since war is not a cause of material welfare, war
cannot be part of the subject-matter of Economics.
As a moral judgment on the uses to which abstract
knowledge should be put, Professor Caiman's strictures
may be accepted. But it is abundantly clear, as
Professor Carman's own practice "has shown, that, so
far from Economics having no light to throw on the
successful prosecution of modern warfare, it is highly
doubtful whether the organisers of war can possibly
do without it. It is a curious paradox that Professor
Caiman's pronouncement on this matter should occur
in a work which, more than any other published in
our language, uses the apparatus of economic analysis
to illuminate many of the most urgent and the most
intricate problems of a community organised for war.
This habit on the part of modern English economists
of describing Economics as concerned with the causes
of material welfare, is all the more curious when we
reflect upon the unanimity with which they have-
adopted a non-material definition of "prodactivity".
Adam Smith, it will be remembered, distinguished
* between productive and unproductive labour, ac-
cording as the efforts in question did or did
not result in the production of a tangible material
object. "The labour of some of the most respectable
orders in the society is, like that of menial servants,
unproductive of any value and does not fix or realise
itself in any permanent subject or vendible commodity
1 Guzman, An Eronombfi ProU&t, p. 4&.